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eligiblt' to vote for the period during which he is 
paying the penalty which the law prl'scribes for 
"-'0 offense including the period of probation or 
.Ie. This amendment changes the present con-
.itional provision so that instead of losing the 
right to vote forever unless he is pardoned or suc-
cessfully applies for release of disabilities under 
Sec. 1203.4 of the Penal Code, such a person will 
automatically regain his right to vote after his 
punishment has been completed. The proposal 
further liberalizes the law by changing "infamous 
crimes" to "felonies" since infamous crimes .in-
clude felonies and possibly other offenses, depend-
ing on which definition of a felony is used-a 
matter on which there is some dispute. 
We should not lessen the penalties for those 
who commit serious crimes against society at a 
time when crime is increasing and when there is 
an unprecedented amount of violence in our large 
communities. 
The present law simply says in effect that vot-
ing is a privilege. If you commit an infamous 
crime, you forfeit that privilege until you success-
fully carry out certain legal steps to regain your 
voting privilege. .' 
The hiw is now. clear that a person who is COll-
victed of an infamous crime can regaiIi his voting 
right in two ways-(l) by ~ pardon, or (2) by 
eomplet.ing the procedure to remove disabilities 
as set forth in Section 1203.4 of the Penal Code. 
If a. man is unworthy to be pardoned or does not 
care enough about voting to carry out the pro-
cedure set forth in Section 1203.4 of the Penal 
(,~rle, he does not deserve to receive the right to 
. In short, a man sincerely desirous of regain-
, ~ his right to vote can already do so under 
present law. 
The proponents of this amendment argue that ! 
pardons and the procedure set forth in Section 
1203.4 are inadequate because they may involve 
.publicity which will embarrass the party seeking 
to regain his voting rights. This argument can be 
answered in two ways: 
(1) Embarrassment is part of the p'rice the 
criminal pays for crime. 
(2) If we seek to avoid embarrassment possibly 
involved in present remedies, there is still no real 
need for the p'roposed constitutional amendment. 
In our eagerness to sp'are the convicted man em-
barrassment, it is not necessary to destroy a per-
fectly understandable constitutional provision 
that properly emphasizes the importance of vot. 
ing by saying, if you commit an infamous crime, 
you shall not automatically receive back your vot· 
ing rights. 
If we desire to spare the convicted I- ~rson hu· 
miliatiI~g publicity, why could we not allow a pro· 
cedure to be authorized by the Constitution in 
which voting rights could be restored in a proper 
case by a confidential hearing? Confidential pro· 
cedures are not unknown. We have them in adop-
tions, for example. Proper safeguards could be 
established to protect the interest of the public sa 
well. 
This proposed constitutional amendment is un. 
necessary and undesirable. 
VOTE NO 
ON THIS MEASURE 
HOWARD J. THELIN 
Member of Assembly, 43rd District 
California Legislature 
OLAIMS AGAINST CHARTERED CITIES AND OOUNTIES. Assembly Constitu- YES 
9 tional Amendment No. 16. Permits Legislature to prescribe procedures govern-ing claims against chartered counties, cities and counties, and cities, or against officers, agents and employees thereof. NO 
(For Full Text of Measure, See Page 8, Part II) 
Analysis by the Legislative Counsel 
This constitutional amendment would insure 
the Legislature's power to establish procedures 
governing the presentation, consideration, and 
enforcement of claims against chartered govern-
mental bodies and their officers, agents and em-
ployees, despite the "home rule" charter provi-
sions of Article XI of the Constitution. It would 
add Section 10 to that article and would make 
applicable to chartered counties, chartered cities, 
and chartered cities and counties, uniform claim 
procedures enacted by the Legislature at its 1959 
General Session. (See, Gov. Code, Sees. 700 to 
720; and Report of California Law Revision Com-
missi(m, . "The Presentation of Claims Against 
Public Entities" (1959).) 
Arf";;ment ·in Favor of Assembly Oonstitutional 
Amendment No. 16 
iLtil last year a person who was owed money 
by a city, county, IIchool district or other local 
governmental agency often could not collect be-
cause of failure to comply with legal technicali-
ties in filing his claim. These technicalities were 
contained in over 174 different laws concerning 
the filing of claims! It was difficult even for a 
law~er to know .exactly which law applied in any 
partIcular case. . 
In 1959 the Legislature repealed all these con-
fusing laws and substituted a simple, uniform 
claim filing procedure which any citizen can fol-
low to collect what is owing to him by a local 
governmental agency. Howe.ver, the new law does 
not have state·wide application because a few 
cities and counties are not. governed by state law, 
but by local charters. 
Proposition 9 extends the benefits of the ne\v, 
simple procedures· to persons who have legitimate 
Claims against these chartered cities and counties. 
By adopting Proposition 9, the new law regarding 
claims will be applicable everywhere in California 
including chartered cities and counties. No longer, 
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for example, would a person seriously injured be 
. denied payment due him because of his failure in 
filing his claim to comply with some obscure pro-
vision in a city charter. 
Proposition 9 was placed on this ballot by the 
uD.animous vote of the Senators and Assemblymen 
present in the Legislature when the vote was 
taken. Vote YES on Proposition 9 . 
-- CLARK BRADLEY 
Member of the Assembly 
WILLIAM BIDDICK, .h •. 
Member of the Assembly 
ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE. Senate Oonstitutional Amendment No. 14. Pro-
vides that membership of Judicial Council besides judges shall include members YES 
of State Bar and two legislators; permits appointment of administrative director. 
1 0 Creates Commission on Judicial Qualifications consisting of judges, members of State Bar and citizens; provides procedure for removal of judges for misconduct or to compel retirement for disability. Declares State Bar of California is a 
public corporation. Changes name of Commission on Qualifications to Commis- N-o 
sion on Judicial Appointments. 
(For Full Text of Measure, .See Page 8, Part II) 
Analysis by the Legislative Oounsel recommend the removal or retirement of the 
judge to the Supreme Court. The Supreme Court 
is required to review the record and may take 
additional evidence. It may order the judge's re-
moval or retirement,. or may wholly reject the 
commission's recommendation. The amendment 
would provide other procedural requirements and 
it constitutes a method of removal which is an 
alternative to such existing procedures as im-
peachment, recall, removal by the Legislature and 
removal for conviction of a crime involving moral 
turpitude. 
Section la of Article VI provides for a Judicial 
Council consisting of the Chief Justice and 10 
judges appointed by him. This measure would 
amend that section to add four members of the 
State Bar appointed by its Board of Governors, 
one member lielected by each house of the Legis-
lature, and one additional municipal court judge. 
The Clerk of the Supreme Court would be secre-
tary of the Council, which would be authorized 
to appoint an administrative director of the 
courts who would hold office at its pleasure. The 
administrative director would perform such of 
the Council's. duties, other than making rules of 
praetice and procedure, as may be delegated to 
him. The measure would allow the Chief Justice 
to equalize judicial business by assigning a judge, 
with his consent, to a court of lower jurisdiction 
and a retired judge, with his consent, to any 
court. 
The constitutional amendment would create a 
Commission on Judicial Qualifications by adding 
Section Ib to' Article VI. The commission would 
consist of two justices of district courts of appeal, 
two judges of superior cl)urts and one judge of a 
municipal court, selected by the Supreme Court 
for four year terms. The commission would also 
include, for four year terms, two members of the 
State Bar appointed by its Board of Governors 
and two citizens, appointed by the Governor. The 
citizen members could not be active or retired 
judges nor members of the State Bar. An existing 
"Commission of Qualifications," created by Sec-
tion 26 of Article VI, would be renamed to be the 
"Commission on Judicial Appointments." 
The constitutional amendment would add Sec-
tion lOb to Article VI to provide for the removal 
of judges for willful misconduct in office, or will-
ful and persistent failure to perform their duties, 
or habitual intemperance. It would also provide 
for involuntary retirement of judges for perma-
nent·disability. The new Commission on Judicial 
Qualifications may hold a hearing concerning the 
removal or retirement of a judge or it may re-
quest the Supreme Court to appoint three special 
masters to hold such a hearing on its behalf. If 
the commission finds good cause therefor, it must 
The constitutional amendment would add Sec-
tion Ie to Article :VI to provide that the B', 
Bar of California' is a public corporation ' 
perpetual existence. Every person admitted &'<1 
licensed to practice law in this State is required 
to be a member of the State Bar except while 
holding office as a judge of a court of record.. 
Argument in Favor of Senate Oonstitutional 
Amendment No. 14 
This measure is designed to improve the admin-
istration of justice. It was formulated by the Joint 
Judiciary Committee of the- California Legislature 
'"ith the assistance of the Judicial Council, the 
State Bar and the Conference of California Judges. 
It is proposed by the .overwhelming vote of both 
Houses of the Legislature. 
First, the measure proposes an effective and 
expeditious method for the removal of a judge 
who is unable or unwilling to perform his duties. 
Impeachment, recall and other existing methods 
are too cumbersome and expensive to be ·workable. 
It is only rarely that cause exists for the removal 
of a judge. But where such cause does exist, the 
removal should be fast and sure. The Conference 
of California Judges, by an overwhelming vote, 
has endorsed this measure as a protection for the 
competent, hardworking judges against the rare 
cases of incompetency and misconduct on the 
Bench. The People are at least equally entitled to 
such protection. 
A~ commission of nine members-five judges 
appointed by the Supreme Gourt, two lawyew 
pointed by the Board of Governors of the L 
Bar, and two citizens· appointed by the Governor 
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" 
.mor, in his' discretion, prior to auoh general 
election, in the lI&Dle manner that a. OOlUItitutional 
amendment proposed by the Legisla.ture would be 
aubmitted, and a.ll of the provisiona of 1a.w rela.-
tive to lubmilaion of IUch coDStitutiona.l amend-
menta to. the electon and to matters incidental 
thereto shall apply to tha submission of Sectiou 
1 a.nd 2 of this act, except a.s otherwise provided 
in this section or a.s such provisions may be 
clea.rly ina.pplica.b1e for the sub~ion of 
amendment to a.n initiative measure pursuan 
Section lb of Article IV of the State Constituti .... _ 
BLIGIBILITY. TO VOTE. Assembly Constitutional Amendment No.5. Changes prO-: YES 
8 hibitioDS of eligibility to vote from those convicted of infamous crime to those I---t---convicted of felony during punishment therefor and those convicted of treason. NO 
(This proposed amendment expressly amends an 
existing section of the Constitution; therefore EX-
ISTING PROVISIONS proposed to be DELETED 
are printed in STIHKEOUT ~; and NEW 
PR(IVISIONS proposed to be INSERTED are 
printed in BLACK-FACED TYPE.) 
PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO ARTICLE II 
SEOTION 1. Every native citizen of the United 
States of AmericA, every person who shall have ac-
quired the rights of citizeDShip under and by virtue 
of the Treaty of Queretaro, and every naturalized 
citizen thereof, who shall have become such 90 days 
prior to any election, of the age of 21 years, who 
lJhall have been a resident of the State one year 
next preceding the day of the election, and of the 
eounty in which he or she claims his or her vote 
90 days, and in the election precinct 54 days, shall 
be entitled to vote at all elections which are. now or 
~y hereafter be authorized by law; provided, any 
person duly registered as an elector in one precinct 
and removing therefrom to another precinct in the 
aame county within 54 days, or any person duly 
registered as an elector in any county in California 
and removing therefrom to another county in Cali-
fornia within 90 days prior to an election, shall for 
the purpose of such election be deemed to be a resi-
dent and qualified elector of the precinct or county 
from which he so removed until after such election; 
provided, further, no alien ineligible to citizenship, 
no idiot, no insane person, no person convicted of 
any jaf_Bus eflme; Be fI6i'II6'ft ftepettitep eelivietea 
ef felony, while paying the penalties imposed by 
law therefor, including a.ny period of probation 
or pa.role, no person convicted of treason, the em-
bezzlement or misappropriation of public money, 
and no person who shall not be able to read the 
Constitution in the English language and write his 
or her name, shall ever exercise the privileges of a.n 
elector in this State; provided, that the provisioDS 
of this amendment relative to an educational quali-
fication shall not apply to any person prevented by 
a physical disability from' complying with its requi-
sitions, nor to any person who had the right to vote 
on October 10~ 1911, nor to any person who was 60 
years of age and upwards on October 10, 1911; prO'-
vided, further, that the Legislature may, by general 
law, provide for .the casting of votes by duly reg-
istered voters who expect to be absent from t' .~ 
respective precincts or unable to vote thereh 
reason of physical disability, on the day on Wll. .... 
any election iii held. 
, OLAIMS AGAINST CHARTERED CITIES AND COUNTIES. Assembly OODStitu- YES 
!. ... 
tiona! Amendment No. 16. Permits Legislature to prescribe procedures govern-9 ing claims against chartered counties, cities and eounties, and cities, or against officers, agents and employees thereof. NO 
(This proposed amendment does not expressly 
amend any existing section of the Constitution, 
but adds a new section thereto; therefore, the pro-
'Visions thereof are printed in BLACK-FACED 
'rYPE to indicate thAt they are NEW.) 
PROPOSED Al'rIENDMENT TO ARTICLE XI 
Sec. 10. No provision of this article sha.lllimit 
the power of the Legislature to prescribe pro-
.cedures governing the presentation, coDSideration 
and enforcement of claims against cha.rtered 
counties, chartered cities and counties, and 
.cha.rtered cities, or against officers, agents ancl 
employees thereof. 
ADMINISTRATION OP JUSTICE. Senate Constitutional Amendment No. 14. Pro-
vides that membership of Judicial Council besides judges shall include members YES 
of State Bar and two legislators; permits appointment of administrative director. 
10 Creates Commission on Judicial Qualifications eonsisting of judges, members of State Bar and citizens; provides procedure for removal of judges for misconduct or to compel retirement for disability. Declares State Bar of California is a 
public corporation. Changes name of Commission on Qualifications to Commis- NO 
aion on Judicial Appointments. 
(This proposed amendment expressly r.m.ends a.n 
existing section of the Constitution, and adds new 
l6Ctions thereto; therefore, EXISTING PROVI-
SIONS proposed to be DELETED are printed in 
8TRIKEQ:gT -T¥PE, and NEW PROVISIONS 
proposed to be INSERTED or ADDED are pri~L,<t 
in BLACK-FAOED TYPE.) 
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